Book Reviews cities reveals a community of expectation, and her exploitation of jokes and epigrams can be taken even further to show the widespread penetration of medical ideas and medical theories. She looks at the evidence from the writings of famous patients, including Cicero, Seneca, and Aristides (where she underestimates Weinreich's contributions), as well as exemplary tales of great or infamous doctors. With her, we examine again gout, women's diseases and conditions, and the ethics of suicide, although her pull-out sheet of famous suicides reminds one of the lists compiled by the renaissance physician from Basle, Theodore Zwinger.
and social developments of the time, and in particular to the aspirations of Cato and his like. The great social divide between the average physician in Greece and that in Rome must also be examined far more closely than it is here.
These two volumes have many merits; indeed, they are the first for many years to treat Roman and later Greek medicine seriously and at length. Scholars will be long in Mme Gourevitch's debt for introducing them to new pieces of evidence, but, at least to this reviewer, both books go only a little way towards a proper history of graeco-roman medicine.
Vivian Nutton, Wellcome Institute ISTVAN BENEDEK, Ignaz Phillip Semmelweis 1818-65, Vienna and Cologne, Bohlaus, 1983, 8vo, pp. pre-Socratic philosophers, astronomers, historians, and even poets; philological investigation of the precise meaning of certain key terms, especially when looked at from the point of view of their linguistic development; and, finally, the use of parallels from anthropology and folk medicine. It is the last which is potentially the most fruitful, as well as the most dangerous, and not all who have essayed this enterprise are equally convincing in their conclusions. But where the anthropology and the philology are set in a firm historical context, then the results can be impressive, and Lonie's speculations on the impact of literacy on early Greek medicine are the most challenging of the whole volume. Here, a non-specialist can see the wood as well as the trees.
Yet some doubts still remain about the function of such congresses and the aim of these published papers, and it is a mark of the honesty of the organizers that the final paper is a substantial critique of many of the "formes de Med., 1945, 18: 169-178) , in which he tells us that the manuscript, no mention of which has been found in printed catalogues and lists, was
